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band on the side of the crown is rather broader in A. tri- 
virgata than in A. rosea. But these diflerences are at best 
very trifling. 


XXIV.— Notes on Paramythia montium and Amalocichla 
sclateriana. By Tue Epiror. 


(Plate VIL.) 


Mr. C. W. pe Vis, the Curator of the Queensland Museum, 
Brisbane, has, with the consent of the Trustees of that 
Institution, most kindly forwarded to me for examination 
examples of the two remarkable types of the Papuan Avi- 
fauna which he has lately described as Paramythia montium 
and Amalocichla sclateriana, Of the former of these, which 
is one of the most remarkable Passerine forms that I have 
ever seen, I am able to give a figure, and I venture to add 
a few notes on both of them, which may be acceptable to 
ornithologists who have not had an opportunity of examining 
these rare birds. 

Mr. de Vis has referred Paramythia montium* to the 
Sturnidie, but I do not think that can be its proper place. 
So far as I can tell from the examination of the single speci- 
men (in which the wings are not perfect) it has only nine 
primaries, and the tarsi are long, slender, and smooth, quite 
different from those of the Starling-group. But when I ask 
myself where is its natural position I am not able to give a 
satisfactory answer, nor can Dr. Bowdler Sharpe, who at my 
request has carefully studied the question, assist me much 
in the matter. There can be no doubt, however, that 
Paramythia is a typical Oscinine bird, with nearly smooth 
tarsi and very feeble rictal bristles. If, as I believe, it 
has only nine primarics, it must come into the Fringilliform 
Oscines of the British Museum Catalogue (vol. x. p. 1). Of 
this section the Paleeogean families there recognized are the 
Dicæidæ, Ampelide, Hirundinide, Motacillidie, and Fringil- 

* First described in ‘Annual Report on British New Guinea” for 
1890-1 (Brisbane, 1592), p. 95. See also Ann. Queensland Mus, no. 2, 
p. 6; and Ibis, 1892, p. 348. 
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hide. Paramythia does not fit in well with any of these 
groups, and must eousequently (until further investigation) 
stand by itself, as representative of a family, Paramythide, 
coming perhaps nearest to the Ampelide and some of the 
Dicæidæ. 

As the works in which Paramythia are deseribed are not 
readily aeeessible, I reprint Mr. de Vis’s accurate deseription 
of this remarkable form to accompany the figure. 


Bill and foot of Paramythia montium. 


“ PARAMYTHIA, de Vis. 


“ Bill shorter than the head, slightly notched at the tip, 
compressed, acuminate ; fore part of upper mandible curving 
gently to the tip; culmen obtuse ; tomium somewhat in- 
flected. Nostril exposed, elongate-ovate, placed in the basal 
half of the nasal groove, with a superior membrane. A few 
small soft rictal hairs. Wing subacuminate, subelongate ; 
the first primary in place as long as the eighth; the third, 
fourth, fifth, and sixth forming the tip of the wing. Tail 
longer than wing, cuneate, Tarsus moderate, with seutella- 
tion entire. A small bare spot behind the eye. Head 
crested. 

 PARAMYTHIA MONTIUM, de Vis. (Plate VII.) 

“Chin, threat, fore cheek, lore, a narrow supereiliary liwe, 
and a bread frontal crest extending over crown black ; sin- 
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ciput and crown cream-white, the latter slightly tinged with 
blue; breast, upper abdomen, thigh, hinder cheek, and a 
broad band across occiput and upper back dull blue; the 
rest of the upper surface bright olive-green. Lower 
abdomen, vent, under tail-coverts, and a hypochondrial patch 
dull golden yellow. Wing above fuscous, the primaries 
narrowly edged with greenish grey, the rest with olive-green. 
Tail above brown on the inuer, dull blue on the outer webs ; 
the median feathers blue on both webs. Lower surface of 
wing and tail brown ; inner webs of remiges obscurely edged 
with ashy grey. Under wing-coverts ashy grey with dark 
brown tips. Bill black ; legs and feet blackish brown ; iris 
brown. Total length 190'0 millim.; wing 87:0; tail 1100; 
bill (gape) 16°0; tarsus 30:0. 

“Hab. Musgrave Range, British New Guinea, 7000-8000 
feet, July 1891 (Sir Wm. Macyregor).” 


As regards Amalocichla sclateriana, which will be found 
described in the same paper, I can only say that I 
think this form rather belongs to the Turdide than to the 
Timeliidee, as suggested by Mr. de Vis. The wings are short 
and rounded, it is true, but the bill and feet are those of 
Turdus, and the pale fulvons bar on the under surface of the 
remiges seems to betray Geocichline affinities. Unfortunately 
the only individual of this species obtained is not in perfect 
plumage and is in partial moult. 

I subjoin, for facility of reference, Mr. de Viss descrip- 
tion of this rare form :— 


* AMALOCICHLA, de Vis. 
“ Bill Geocichline, but with the nostril small and placed 
in the anterior end of the nasal groove, and with the under 
mandible straight as far as the tip, which is slightly deflected : 
mandibular notch shallow. Rictal bristles moderate, Wing 
short, rounded, concave ; first primary about half its length 
shorter than the second ; second to fitth, which is the longest, 
graduated. Tail of twelve feathers, rounded, shorter than 
wing. Tarsus elongate, slender, ocreate. Plumage soft and 
loose. 
SER. VI.—VOL. V. 
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‘““ AMALOCICHLA SCLATERIANA, de Vis. 


Above rufous brown; head smoky brown ; the feathers 
of the hind head with fuscous margins. Upper and under 
tail-coverts rufous; chin and throat white, appearing as an 
ill-defined gorget; the feathers with narrow paler brown 
edges, forming obscure transverse bars. Feathers of the 
upper breast greyish white, with broad smoky-brown margins 
forming an ill-defined pectoral band. Lower breast, sides of 
abdomen, and thighs grey; centre of abdomen white. 
Lores grey mottled with brown; checks, ear-coverts, and 
sides of neck rufous, grading to rufous brown, and edged 
with fuscous brown. Under wing-coverts and surface of 
quills ashy brown, the latter with a large buff spot near the 
base of the inner webs of all but the first three primaries, the 
spots forming a clearly defined band. Bill black; base of 
lower mandible and feet horn-brown. Length 195-0 millim. ; 
wing 103:0; tail 71:0; tarsus 47°0; gape 240. 

“ Hab. Mount Owen Stanley, British New Guinea.” 

Mr. Seebohm, our great authority on the Turdid:e, does 
not seem disposed to admit Ama/ocichla into that family. 
He suggests that it may belong to the Pittidee, which is 
possible, though not, I think, likely. This point, however, 
can be settled only when specimens are obtained for anato- 
mical examination. 


XXV.—Note on the Proper Use of the Generic Terms 
Certhiola and Coereba. By Tue Eprror. 


Tue American ornithologists have recently caused needless 
confusion by proposing to reject the long-recognized name 
Certhiola of Sundevall, and to use in its place Cwreba of 
Vieillot, a term always hitherto applied to a different genus. 
This has been done (see Ridgway, ‘ Manual N. A. B.,’ Ap- 
pendix, p. 590) under the mistaken notion that the type of 
Cereba, Vieillot (Ois. de ’Amer. Septentr. ii. p. 70), must 
necessarily be Cereba flaveola, as being the only species 
actually named when the original term was first introduced. 
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But it is obvious on reference to Vieillot’s work that the 
term Cereba was intended as a Latin equivalent for the 
“Guit-Guit ” of Buffon; and the “Guit-Guit ” of Buffon was 
primarily the South-American species usually called Cereba 
cyanea, as will be seen by reference to the * Histoire Naturelle’ 
iv. p. 529). Buffon called the Sugar-birds of the West 
Indies (Certhiola) by another name, “Sucrier” (op. cit. 
p. 542). It is therefore quite erroneous to use Cæreba for 
the “ Sucriers ” instead of the “ Guit-Guits.” 

On refereuce to Vicillot’s ‘Analyse’ (p. 46), which, although 
not published until 1816, may surely be used to explain 
Vieillot’s meaning in his former work, it will be observed 
that the type of the genus Cwreba (op. cit. p. 46) is given as 
the “ Guit-Guit” of Buffon, and that no other species is 
named. I maintain, therefore, that the usage (which I 
followed in the 11th volume of the ‘Catalogue of Birds’) of 
employing Certhiola for the Sugar-birds of the West Indies 
and Cwreba for the ‘ Blue Creepers” of South America is 
absolutely correct, and should be followed. And I trust 
that our friends of the American Ornithologists’ Union will 
reconsider their determination to reject the former name for 
Cereba, which, as Mr. Ridgway himself expresses it, has been 
“ quite universally employed” by recent authors for a dif- 
ferent genus. 

Such radical changes should be made only on absolutely 
certain grounds, and not when there is a legitimate difference 
of opinion on the subject. 

To transfer a name “ quite universally employed” from one 
generic type to another renders it absolutely useless as a 
designation for the latter. 

Even according to the canons of nomenclature adopted by 
the A. O. U. it may be argued that Cwreba of Vieillot in- 
cludes both the “ Guit-Guits ” and the “ Sueriers,” and that 
Sundevall (K. Vet.-Ak. Handl. 1835, p. 99) had a perfect 
right to restrict that term to the “ Guit-Guits” and give a 
new appellation (Certhiola) to the “ Sucriers.” 


